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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: The RCE filed 03/19/07. 

2. The rejection of claims 40-47 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bates et al. 
(U.S. Patent 7076546; date of patent July 11, 2006; filed February 10, 1999) has been withdrawn 
as necessitated by the RCE. 

3. The rejection of claim 48 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bates in 
view of Gamon (U.S. Pub. No. 20020054126; publication date May 9, 2002; filed October 16, 
1998) has been withdrawn as necessitated by the RCE. 

4. Claims 40-48 are pending in the case. Claim 40 is an independent claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 40-42 and 44-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Davis et al (US-2005/01 145 1 1 05/26/05). 

-In regard to independent claim 40, Davis teaches a method for capturing link-tracking 
information from a network user, comprising: 

requesting a Web page content from a content provider server via a data network 
(Paragraph 46: "the client issues a. . .request for a web page located on a server")(Fig. 3); 
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receiving a tracking enabled Web page via the data network (Paragraph 46: "Server A 
beings to send the HTML formatted document"), wherein the tracking enabled Web page 
contains a link tracking code that initializes an initial function which creates an array of links 
contained in the received tracking enabled Web page (Paragraph 13: "use of tracking program 
embedded in the resource and executable by a client"; Paragraph 18: "tracking program 
downloaded from server. . ..monitor various indicia. . ..such as selections or links to other 
resources or files"; Paragraph 21 : "tracked resource. . .such as a Web page"; Paragraph 36: "a 
typical web page is an HTML document with. . ."links" that a user may activate"; Paragraph 40: 
"such as time. . ..within a particular Web page"); 

receiving a selection of a link in the array of links (Paragraph 10: "how many times a 
banner was "clicked" on"; Paragraph 18: "monitor various indicia. . ..such as selections of links 
to other resources or files; Paragraph 40: "such as time. . ..within a particular Web page"); 

sending a link tracking request to a link tracking server via the data network, wherein the 
link tracking request corresponds to the selected link (Paragraph 13: "tracking information from 
the client to another computer connected to the network for storage and analysis"; Paragraph 14: 

"create a database. . ..on their network servers" Paragraph 16: "creating a database individual 

user interaction with and use of network resources"; Paragraph 19: "automatically sends the 
information acquired from the client back to the server for storage and analysis)(Fig. 3: 307 & 
308); and 

sending a Web page content request to a content provider server, wherein the Web page 
content request corresponds to the selected link (Paragraph 10: "banner was "clicked" on to visit 
the Web site of the advertiser"; Paragraph 19: "sent before or as the client exits the file"; 
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Paragraph 40: "choices (such as links) made by individual users within a particular page: i.e.- the 
user selects a hyperlink on the displayed web page requesting a new web page and leaves the 
tracked web page). 

-In regard to dependent claim 41, Davis teaches wherein receiving a selection of a link 
comprises monitoring user input for an action related to a link in said array of links (Paragraph 
10: "how many times a banner was "clicked" on"; Paragraph 18: "monitor various indicia. . ..such 
as selections of links to other resources or files; Paragraph 40: "such as time. . ..within a 
particular Web page") and identifying a user action related to a link in said array of links 
(Paragraph 10: "how many times a banner was "clicked" on"; Paragraph 18: "monitor various 
indicia, such as elapsed time, mouse events, keyboard events. . ..such as selections of links to 
other resources or files; Paragraph 40: "such as time. . ..within a particular Web page"). 

-In regard to dependent claim 42, Davis teaches wherein the tracking enabled Web 
page further comprises a recording function configured to record user actions related to said 
array of links, wherein sending a link tracking request comprises executing said recording 
function (Paragraph 13: "tracking information from the client to another computer connected to 
the network for storage and analysis"; Paragraph 14: "create a database. . ..on their network 

servers"; Paragraph 16: "creating a database individual user interaction with and use of 

network resources"; Paragraph 19: "automatically sends the information acquired from the client 
back to the server for storage and analysis")(Fig. 3: 307 & 308). 
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-In regard to dependent claim 44, Davis teaches wherein sending the link tracking 
request to the link tracking server comprises sending one or more cookies to the link tracking 
server (Paragraph 16: "client Ids (known as "cookies") that have accessed particular resources"; 
Paragraph 46: "so-called "Cookie" of the client is also sent to the server"). 

-In regard to dependent claim 45, Davis teaches wherein further comprising providing 
from the link tracking server link tracking statistics to a link tracking subscriber (Paragraph 4: 
"subscriber-indexed billing database"; Paragraph 10: "advertisers"; Paragraph 13: "tracking 
information from the client to another computer connected to the network for storage and 
analysis"; Paragraph 14: "create a database. . ..on their network servers": i.e. the "network 

administrators" Paragraph 16: "creating a database individual user interaction with and use of 

network resources"; Paragraph 19: "automatically sends the information acquired from the client 
back to the server for storage and analysis") 

-In regard to dependent claim 46, Davis teaches wherein further comprising providing 
from the link tracking server link tracking reports to a link tracking subscriber (Paragraph 4: 
"subscriber-indexed billing database"; Paragraph 10: "advertisers"; Paragraph 13: "tracking 
information from the client to another computer connected to the network for storage and 
analysis"; Paragraph 14: "create a database. . ..on their network servers": i.e. the "network 

administrators" Paragraph 16: "creating a database individual user interaction with and use of 

network resources": i.e. user profiles containing details of an individual user; Paragraph 19: 
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"automatically sends the information acquired from the client back to the server for storage and 
analysis"). 

-In regard to dependent claim 47, Davis teaches wherein the link tracking code is 
received via a hyper text transfer protocol communication (Paragraph 11: "via the HTTP request 
header"; Paragraph: "HTTP service"; Paragraph 36: "HTTP is a known application protocol that 
provides users access to resources"). 

-In regard to dependent claim 48, Davis teaches wherein the initial function creates the 
array of links by searching the Web page content for anchor tags identified with start and end 
tags (Paragraph 18: "tracking program downloaded from server. . ..monitor various 
indicia. . ..such as selections or links to other resources or files"; Paragraph 21 : "tracked 
resource. . .such as a Web page"; Paragraph 22: "embedded URLs"; Paragraph 36: "a typical web 
page is an HTML document with. . ."links" that a user may activate"; Paragraph 40: "such as 
time. . ..within a particular Web page": i.e. the initial tracking program function tracks the array 
of links listed in the web page that link to resources by recognizing the links in the parsed and 
displayed HTML web page resource). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Davis et al (US- 
2005/01 1451 1 05/26/05) in view of Bates et al (US-7,076,546 07/1 1/06). 

-In regard to dependent claim 43, Davis teaches further comprising the steps of 
determining a domain name of the received tracking enabled Web page (Abstract: "using a client 
to specify an address of a resource located on a first server" Paragraph 21 : "tracked 
resource. . .such as a Web page"; Paragraph 46: "client issues a TCP/IP request for a Web 
page")(Fig. 3: "Request For Webpage"), determining a domain name of the selected link 
(Abstract: "monitor. . ..track choices and selection made by a user in the file"; Paragraph 36: 
"upon specification of a link. . .receives information that was specified in the URL. . .information 
returned"; Paragraph 40: "monitor details of choices (such as links) made by individual users"), 
and indicating an exit link in the link tracking request (Paragraph 10: i.e. tracking program would 
record the number of links from a popular web page to an advertiser web site via an exit link ad 
banner; Paragraph 13: "tracking information from the client to another computer connected to 
the network for storage and analysis"; Paragraph 14: "create a database. . ..on their network 

servers" Paragraph 16: "creating a database individual user interaction with and use of 

network resources"; Paragraph 19: "automatically sends the information acquired from the client 
back to the server for storage and analysis)(Fig. 3: 307 & 308): i.e. the tracking program would 
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record the resulting web page resource selected regardless of whether it was an internal or 
external link, and would indicate an exit link by recording the resource URL). 

Davis does not specifically teach comparing the domain name of the received tracking 
enabled Web page to the domain name of the selected link to determine if they are the same. 
Bates teaches comparing the domain name of the received tracking enabled Web page to the 
domain name of the selected link to determine if they are the same (column 10, lines 5-26: 
"determines whether the old and new URL's specified in the event are located on the same web 
server"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention for the Davis to have compared the domain names of the tracking web page and the 
selected link, because Bates teaches that when determining that the pages come from the same 
server the user is able to more quickly be able to retrieve the new resource by passing a single 
swapPage event which specifies the old and new URL (column 10, lines 5-16). Whereas if the 
new page was on a separate server from the old web page, a user would have to respectively pass 
both a releasePage and getPage request to both web servers (column 10, lines 15-19). 

Response to Arguments 
9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 40 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam L. Basehoar whose telephone number is (571)-272-4121. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 7:00am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Adam L. Basehoar 




